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r\ ^ im<i 1 - 86 are pending in this application. 

In a Final Office Action mailed Januaiy 25. 2007, claim 16 has been objected to under 
35 IBC 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to paiticularly point out and distincdy 
claim the subjea matter Tvhicli Applicant regard as tlie invention. Qaim 16 has been canceled. 

Claims 1, 16, and 29 have been rejected under 35 USC 101 stating the claimed invention 
is directed to non-staiutoiy subject matter. Oairns 1 and 29 have been amended to overcome this 
rejection. Claim 16 has been canceled. 

Qaims 1 - 3, 5, 7, 16 - 20, 22, 24 - 30, 39 - 46, 48, 50, 59 - 63, 65, 67 - 73, and 82 - 86 
have been rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shiimori (US Patent No. 
6,853,46 1. hereinafter "Shiimori") in view of Cbcotis et al. (US Patent No. 6,980,964, hereinafter 
"Qjcoris"). Oairns 16 and 17 have been canceled. Odierwise, this rejectbn is respectfully 
travenied. Hie present invention as claimed vrarks very much differently than any of the cited 
references, either alone or combined. In the present invention, die photographer selects one or 
more fulfillment centers independently of the marlcfit portal computer based on the services or 
options available at the fulfilhnent center. That is. all tlie information about the fuMment centers 
is presented to the photographer, who then can make an infonned decision on the order, incbding 
the fulfillment center to fuHill ihc order, based on aU the information. The photographer has 
complete freedom to choose a fulfillment center and fomxukte an onler. Both Shiimori and 
Cocotis are designed to control the choice of fulfiUmem center, and dius teach away from the 
invention. This is an importam distinction that has always been in the claims, and the claims have 
been amended to specifically include this disunction in the independent claims. 

Qaim 1 has been amended to include a second computer readable medium embodying 
instmccions for directing a photographer processing unit to: estabKsh a connection with said frrst 
processing unit; receive said photographer list of fulfillment centers from said first processing unit; 
display said list of options and said photographer list of fulfillment centers; after said list of options 
is displayed, receive an input specifying at least one fulftflment center to f uM said order, and 
transmit said order to said first processing unit. Claim 44 has been amended to include the 
limitation diat the photographer processing unit is utilized to select a fulfilment center using the list 
of options and the list of at least one fulfiUraenr center. Neither Shiimori nor CDCoris include these 
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limtations. In Shiiroori, the user utilizes client coniputer, thai is, die photographer processing unit, 
to seka a fuKillment center store based on the geogiaphic ansa in -where the user is located. See 
colunm 3, lines 48 - 65 and column 15, lines 13 - 23. The list of options is sent to the 
photographer processing unit only after the store is selected. See column 3, line 59 - column 4, Hne 
26 and column 15, lines 24 - 37. In Cocotis, the market poral 403, Le.. the first processing unit, 
selects the fulfilhnent center based on the order. See column 7, lines 36 - 44. 

For the above reasons, claims 1 and 44 are patentable over the cited references, since the 
dtfid references teach away from die selection of the fulfiUment center by die photographer based 
on all the information on all fulfillment centers, including both die fulf illmeni centers and die 
opuons available at each fulfillment center. 

Claims 2 - 3, 5, 7, 24 - 26, 28 - 30, 40, 41, 45 - 46, 48, 50, 72, 73, 83, and 84 are also 
patentable at least for the reason that they depend on a patentable claim and include all its 
Uraitations. In re Fins, 5 USPQ 2d 1596, 1600 (Fed. Or. 1988) at headnote 4. Further, with respect 
to claim 24, in Cocotis, the paiameiers sue included in die gateway or roadceting portal software, not 
in die request Likewise, widi respect to claims 25, 26, and 28, die parametere are in die gateway 
sofcwaiB, not the request from the photographer processing unit. In Shiimori, die request only 
includes area information. Further, with respea to claims 27 and 70, the ponion of Shiimori 
referred to by the Office Action as inchiding graphics, Le., FIG. 18 and column 12, lines 14 - 24, 
does not include anydiing about graphics. 

Qaims 4, 6, 8 - 14, 31 - 34. 47, 49, 51 - 57, and 74 - 77, have been rejected under 35 
use 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shiimori and Cocotis as applied to claims 1, 7, 29, 30, 44, 50, 
72, and 73 above, and further in view of wellrknown prior art. This rejecuon is respectfully 
traversed. All of these claims depend on a patentable claim and, diereforie, are patentable. In 
addition, all of the rejections are based on die Examiner's opinion of what is well-known art, not 
references. While these limitarions maybe laiown in am somewhat distant from die photographic 
software an, no evidence is provided that die specific applications of the limitations are known in 
die art of die invention. Ex Pane Nwd, 158 USPQ 237, 239 (POB A 1967) at headnote 2. 

Claims 15, 21, 58, and 64 have been rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shiimori and Cocoris as applied to claims 1, 20, 44, and 63 above, and furdier in view of 
Ariedge, Jr., et al. (US Patent No. 6,535,294, hereinafter "Arledge"). This rejection is respecd:-ully 
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traversed. It is not seen bow Arledge is related to the present invention. First of all, die portion of 
Arledge nrferrcd to by the Examiner, naniely FIG- 7 and column 14, lines 16 - 31, does not discbse 
a web page with pointers to web pages listing options, but laiher web pages listing products, such as 
t-shirts, raugs, posters, etc. See HG. 7 and column 7, lines 29 - 34, Thus, Arledge does not 
provide the flexibility of the present system in which die options for printing tlie Image can be 
specified Further. Arledge presents to the end user fulfillment centers based on the state and 
country selected by the user. This teaches against the present invention in winch the list of 
fulfillment centers has no relation to the state and country specified by die end user, but rather is 
related only lo the options available at the fixlfillment center* Fiuther, once an end user selects a 
fulfillment center, it is fixed, and does not change. This is done to enhance end user loyalty. Once 
again, the idea is to control the end user. The end user cannot select a fulfillment center to fulfill a 
specific order. Nor can the end user selea a fulfillment center based on the options available at the 
fulfillment center. In sum, Arledge does not provide what is missing in Shiimori and Cocotis. 
ThuSj claims are patentable over the combination of Shiimori, Gocotis> and Adedge, 

aaims 23, 35 - 38, 66, and 78 - 81 have been rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shiimori and Cbcotis as applied to claims 17, 29, 60, and 72 above, and further in 
view of Gaifinkle et al. (LB Patent No. 6,017,157, hen^inafier "GarfinUe"). This rejection is 
respectfully traversed- All of diese claims depend on a patentable claim and, therefore, axe 
patentable. Iny^Fim, 5 USPQ 2d 1596, 1600 (Fed, Or* 1988) ai; headnote 4. 

In view of the above amendment and remarks, Applicants believe the pending 
application is in condition for allowance. This resix)nse is being filed with a Request for Continued 
Examination (RGB) and the requinsd fee. Applicants believe no additional fee is cbe with this 
response. However, if an additional fee is due, please charge our Deposit Account No. 50-1848, 
under Order No. 010684.Q103PTU5 from which die undersigned is authorized to draw. 



Dated 



Respectfully submitted. 



PATTON BOGGS LLP 




(303) S94-6114 
(303) S94-9239 (Fax) 
Customer No. 24283 Attorney for Applicants 
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